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The Secretary stated he did not think there was any disposition in the country 
to be anything but firm on Berlin; however, it was more difficult when it came to 
the precise actions to be taken. He felt there was a danger that the Western 
position might be "nibbled away" by reluctance on our part to stand firm on ap- 
parently minor points that might not appear worth making an issue of. He believed, 
however, that we had a sound position, whloh could be dramatized, in maintaining 
that for one of the German victors, namely the Soviet Union, to turn over to the 
defeated element controls affecting the other victors was intolerable. Technically 
thergjwas still a state of , war with Germany. We should accordingly not aocept 
substitution of the GDR authorities for the Soviet authorities on control of 
-aocesji to Berlin. We .would be willing to identify ourselves at control points, 
but we would not accept control or inspection by the GDR authorities. Details 
as to the precise actions that might be necessary would require further. study. 

Ifxding the date for a possible foreign ministers conference, the Secretary 
*t It had not been our opinion that suggesting a date prior to May 27 might 
freted as a s^n^weafcness, particuarly in view of the fact that as of 
_ bember 30, we had already suggested a conference with the Soviets on 
Gernafr reunification and European security. Moreover, irrespective of the Soviet 
propgoals, we would not be^disposed to limit the agenda solely to discussion of 
? JUIS^? lBBO t' Jf^fW 688 * the Secretary stated, in our reply to the Soviets 
iSSrK^ 6 P^ f «?««•$. *o propose holding a ^conference "at a mutually satisfactory 
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The Secretary mentioned the livelihood that as a result of our proposing a 
conference on Germany and European security, the Soviets might raise the issue of 
composition at such a conference. "| 
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them on these matters. 
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